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SUMMARY OF OBJECTIONS TO 
PREMILLENARIANISM 1 



JAMES H. SNOWDEN, D.D., LL.D. 

Professor of Systematic Theology in the Western Theological Seminary 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 



The Protestant churches of the United States are facing a crisis in religion. On 
the one side is the continuation of the historical development of our faith, as organized 
by the centuries of Christian thought and experience. On the other side is the reappear- 
ance, with the aid of a heavily financed propaganda, of doctrines which are neither true 
to the facts of human life, to the great confessions of the churches, nor to the spirit of 
revelation. We do not question the sincerity or the moral earnestness of those who favor 
this revival of chiliasm. Many of its advocates are successful evangelists, possessed of 
real piety. This is, however, not a matter of merely theological difference between the 
so-called orthodox and liberal. It is radical distinction between two conceptions of the 
nature and central beliefs of the Christian religion. We continue the discussion, not 
for the purpose of theological polemic, but in order to assure an intelligent understand- 
ing of the points at issue and the dangers with which this propaganda threatens the 
church. The one view of Christianity extends the principles of our religion into the 
great processes of human thought and social transformation. The other would make, 
to quote one of its formulas, "all human schemes of reconstruction .... subsidiary to 
the second coming of our Lord, because all nations will then be subject to his rule." 

Premillenarianism is the doctrine raising of resurrected saints to seats of 

that the Kindgom of God has not yet honor and power in the kingdom. This 

been set up in the world and will not be kingdom will then continue for a thou- 

until Christ comes in his second or final sand years, when there will follow the 

advent, which event is always imminent resurrection and judgment of the wicked 

and may occur now at any moment, dead and the eternal state. The oppos- 

when this kindgom will be inaugurated ing postmillenarian doctrine is that the 

by a catastrophic outpouring of divine Kingdom of God is now in existence in 

power and will be attended with the the world and is being progressively 

resurrection of the saints, the gathering established by the ministration of the 

and conversion of the Jews in Palestine, gospel and work of the Holy Spirit, in 

the establishment of the capital of the which work Christ is successively coming 

kingdom in Jerusalem, the restoration in many intermediate advents; that this 

of the ancient bloody sacrifices of the dispensation will grow into a general 

Old Testament in that city, and the conversion of the world and rule of the 

'The Macmillan Company, of New York, has just issued a volume of 300 pages by Dr. Snow- 
den, entitled The Coming of the Lord: Will It Be Premillennial? which is a comprehensive 
discussion of this whole subject. 
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Kingdom of God, which may or may 
not be designated as a millennium; 
and that this dispensation will end at 
the general resurrection and judgment 
which will issue in the eternal state. 
The present article is concerned only 
with objections to premillenarianism 
as this theory is set forth by the leaders 
and in the literature of this school. The 
following is a condensed summary of 
these objections. 

I. Premillenarianism Is Unsound in 
Its Method of Interpreting Scriptnre 

i. It violates the principle of historic 
interpretation by tearing passages out 
of their context and imposing on them 
meanings that they do not bear in their 
original connection. For example, the 
little book, Jesus Is Coming, which 
deserves to be treated as an authority 
on the subject, as it is publicly com- 
mended by sixteen eminent premille- 
narians, gives nearly three pages of 
"references to some of the principal 
passages which refer to our Lord's 
return." Eleven of these are from the 
Old Testament, and not one of them 
really makes any reference to the second 
coming of the Messiah. The first one 
is Deut. 33:2 and reads, "The Lord 
came from Sinai," and another is Hosea 
6:3 and reads, "He shall come as the 
rain"; the only connection that these 
passages have with the second coming of 
Christ is the presence in them of the 
word "come"; and this is true of many 
of the passages in this list filling nearly 
three pages. 

2. Premillenarianism carries the prin- 
ciple of literal interpretation to an untrue 
and extreme, and often to an absurd, 
length. One of its principles and sayings 



is that "the Bible means just what it 
says." Now the Bible does not always 
mean what it says, but it does always 
mean what it signifies. The Bible says, 
"This is my body," but no Protestant 
thinks it means this; it means, "This 
represents or symbolizes my body." 
When premillenarians read in Rev. 20: 5, 
"This is the first resurrection," they 
say that this is the first literal physical 
resurrection, though the passage men- 
tions only the resurrection of souls and 
says nothing of bodies. Premillena- 
rians give a literal interpretation to all 
the Old Testament prophecies of the 
coming messianic kingdom, though this 
requires them to believe that the whole 
world ("all flesh") shall go up to Jerusa- 
lem every week in the millennium 
(Isa. 66:23). 

3. Premillenarianism is extremely 
selective in its treatment of Scripture. 
It picks out the passages that suit its 
theory and passes over what does not 
fit in with it. It finds one of its central 
doctrines, that of two resurrections, in 
one passage, and that a highly figurative 
one, Rev. 20:1-6; a doctrine which is 
not only not found elsewhere in Scripture 
but is contradicted by all the passages 
that make it plain that there is to be 
only one general resurrection. This 
symbolical passage in the most sym- 
bolical book in the Bible is admitted to 
be "the principal seat of the doctrine," 
and premillenarianism makes clear Scrip- 
ture conform to this obscure passage 
instead of making obscure conform to 
clear Scripture. A notable instance of 
the selective treatment of Scripture by 
premillenarians is the way they quote 
Matt. 24:14 to show that the gospel 
is to be preached only "for a witness," 
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and ignore Matt. 28:18-20, Christ's 
own "great commission," in which 
the command is given to "make dis- 
ciples of all the nations." 

4. Premillenarians take the whole 
body of Old Testament prophecies of 
the coming messianic kingdom and 
hoist them over the first into the second 
coming of Christ. This an enormous 
upheaval and dislocation of Scripture 
and throws much of the teachings of 
both the Old and the New Testaments 
out of their proper relation. In short, 
premillenarianism introduces disarrange- 
ment and confusion into the Bible, 
driving a dislocating plowshare through 
it from the beginning to the end. 

II. Premillenarianism Has Wrong 
Conceptions of the Kingdom of 
God 

i. It holds that this kindgom is not 
yet in existence, and that it will not be 
until Christ comes in his bodily presence. 
This strange contention is contradicted 
by the express and general teaching of 
the Scriptures. Jesus said, "The king- 
dom of God is within you " : it was there 
as a then present reality. Jesus said 
again, "But seek ye first his kingdom 
and his righteousness": were not this 
kingdom and this righteousness present 
realities and possible attainments? 
Paul says, "The kingdom of God is not 
eating and drinking, but righteousness 
and peace and joy in the Holy Spirit": 
was this kindgom then a more or less 
distant event or a present reality? In 
Matt., chap. 13, there are seven parables 
of the kingdom; they are all expressed 
in the present tense and describe the 
kingdom as then existing. The king- 
dom is present as a planted and growing 



seed, but it is future as to its ripened 
fruit and final fulfilment. 

2. Premillenarianism holds that the 
kingdom will come as a sudden event at 
the second coming of Christ, which is 
always imminent and may occur at any 
moment. This is contradicted by the 
Scripture teaching that the kingdom is a 
slow growth which will take a long time 
to fill the world. That the kingdom is 
such a growth is set forth in the parables 
of the Growing Seed, the Tares, the 
Mustard Seed, and the Leaven. The 
leaven is to leaven the whole mass of 
meal, and this mass is humanity. The 
premillenarian contention that this 
leaven represents not the kingdom but 
corruption is a preposterous perversion 
of Scripture; for Jesus said that "the 
kingdom of heaven is like unto leaven"; 
and the contention that leaven always 
represents evil in other passages of 
Scripture is irrelevant, if it were true; 
but it is not true, for there are two pas- 
sages, Lev. 7:13 and 23:17, in which 
leaven represents the principle of good 
and is commanded. Not only is the 
kingdom a growth, but there are plain 
intimations that it will be a very long 
growth, for the leaven is to leaven the 
whole mass of humanity, and the preach- 
ing of the gospel is to make disciples of 
all the nations before the end comes. 
The Kingdom of God is a growing seed 
and not exploding dynamite. 

3. Premillenarianism holds a wrong 
conception as to the means by which the 
kingdom is to be established. It de- 
clares that this is not to be done by the 
preaching of the gospel and the work of 
the Holy Spirit through the church, but 
that it is to be done by cataclysmic 
power and a rod of iron when Christ 
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comes in his bodily presence. It holds 
that the gospel will not convert the world 
and was not intended to convert the 
world, but that it is preached only as a 
witness to gather the elect out of the 
world and prepare it for judgment, and 
that the world will grow worse and worse 
until this judgment comes. The New 
Testament teaches that the gospel "is 
the power of God unto salvation"; and 
on this point there is one passage that is 
conclusive, and this is the great com- 
mission of Christ himself, solemnly 
given to his followers after his resur- 
rection and almost his last utterance to 
them: "All authority hath been given 
unto me in heaven and on earth. Go ye, 
therefore, and make disciples of all the 
nations, baptizing them into the name 
of the Father and of the Son and of the 
Holy Spirit: teaching them to observe 
all things whatsoever I command you: 
and lo, I am with you always, even 
unto the end of the world." This com- 
mand is conclusive as to the way the 
kingdom ' is to be established in this 
world and as to why the gospel is 
preached. And yet premillenarians sys- 
tematically and studiedly ignore it. I 
have read all of their important books 
and conference reports, more than fifty 
of them, and not one of them discusses 
it at any length, and all but two or three 
of them treat it with absolute silence. 
They all exploit Matt. 24:14, preach- 
ing the gospel "for a witness," and 
are as oblivious of this great commis- 
sion as though it had never fallen 
from the lips of our Lord. This is a 
remarkable fact in premillenarian liter- 
ature and is something which the re- 
sponsible leaders of this school should 
explain. 



This scriptural teaching as to the 
Kingdom of God, that it is a present 
reality, a slow but long growth, and that 
it is being established and will finally 
triumph in this world by the preaching of 
the gospel under the Holy Spirit, plants 
a mountain range right across the track 
of premillenarianism, with its doctrine 
that the kingdom has not yet come, and 
that it will come suddenly, not by the 
gospel, but by a cosmic convulsion of 
power. 

III. Premillenarianism Has Wrong 

Views as to the Coming 

of Christ 

As a rule it knows of only one coming, 
the second or final coming of the Lord; 
but the Bible knows of many comings. 
In the Old Testament the prophets 
frequently predicted the coming of the 
Lord in judgments, and these predictions 
were fulfilled, as in the case of Egypt 
and Babylon, Tyre and Sidon. Jesus 
in his great eschatological discourse in 
Matt. 24-25 predicted his coming at the 
destruction of Jerusalem and said it 
would take place in that generation and 
when some then living would still be 
alive, and this coming was fulfilled. 
Jesus predicted his coming again in his 
resurrection, and he did come to his 
disciples in this way. He told them that 
he would come to take them to himself 
in the many mansions, and he did so 
come for them at their death. Death 
to the believer is not the second or final 
coming of Christ, but it is a coming, and 
premillenarians in denying this hush 
the immortal music of John, chap. 14, 
and have no right to read this chapter 
at a funeral service or for the comfort 
of those who have been bereaved by the 
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death of their loved ones. Peter de- 
clared that the outpouring of the Holy 
Spirit on the day of Pentecost was the 
coming of the Lord predicted by the 
prophet Joel. Christ came in judgment 
to the churches of Asia Minor, and he is 
always saying to us, "Behold, I stand 
at the door and knock: if any man hear 
my voice and open the door, I will come 
in to him, and will sup with him, and 
he with me." And so Christ is always 
coming into the world in judgment, in 
the outpouring of his Holy Spirit, and 
to us as individuals in the various experi- 
ences of life and at last in death. The 
Great War was a powerful coming of 
Christ in judgment to clear the way for 
the fuller coming of his kingdom. Pre- 
millenarians are blind to all these many 
forms of Christ's coming and, with 
few exceptions, see only one, the final 
coming. 

IV. Premillenarianism Has Wrong 

Views about Watching for the 

Coming of the Lord 

Its advocates hold that the second 
coming of Christ is ever imminent, and 
that we should always be watching for 
it. But what do they mean by watching 
for the coming of the Lord? What do 
they do in the way of watching that is 
distinctive of their doctrine and different 
from what other Christians do? After 
reading scores of their books and inter- 
viewing them personally, I do not know. 
They do not "push their noses against 
the windowpane and look for him," as 
Dr. John McNeil says, and they do not 
put on white robes after the manner of 
the "Millerites." What kind of expect- 
ancy they exercise is a query if not a 
mystery. The Scripture does command 



us to "watch," and it also makes it 
plain in what way we are to do this. In 
every instance in the Scriptures watching 
is working; it is attending to our proper 
business while we wait. This is made 
plain in the parables of the Talents and 
of the Pounds: those to whom these 
were given were to use them in business 
so as to return them with profit. "Oc- 
cupy till I come" was the way they 
were to watch. The servants in the 
vineyard were to take care of it, and the 
porter at the gate was to watch, not by 
looking up and down the road to see 
whether his master was coming, but by 
looking out for intruders and robbers, 
that is, he was to attend to his business. 
We cannot watch for the final coming 
of Christ in the sense of expectancy, for 
that event is far off, but we can watch 
for other comings of Christ in the events 
of his providence and in death, for these 
are imminent; and we are to watch 
for them by being ready and attending 
to our duty. We are to work while we 
wait and wait while we work, and this is 
watching. Many premillenarians stake 
their whole doctrine on this scriptural 
command to watch, and say that it is 
impossible to watch unless the coming 
of Christ is always imminent. But this 
is to limit watching to only one coming 
of Christ, and it is to misunderstand the 
scriptural teaching as to watching itself. 

V. Premillenarianism Is Judaistic 

Christianity had a terrible struggle 
to escape out of the old husk of Judaism, 
and remnants of this obsolete system are 
still clinging to it. One of these is pre- 
millenarianism. 

i. It is Judaistic in its literal inter- 
pretation of the Scriptures. This is 
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the way the Pharisees interpreted the 
Scriptures, counting its words and very 
letters so that they could tell the exact 
middle word and letter in the whole book. 
But while grasping the letter they lost 
the spirit, and that charge lies in some 
degree against this doctrine. 

2. Premillenarianism is Judaistic in 
that it holds to a material, imperialistic, 
worldly kingdom instead of the spiritual 
kingdom which Christ taught and 
founded. The Jews in the time of 
Christ had their hearts passionately 
set on a kingdom to. be established in 
this world, with its capital at Jerusalem, 
with themselves in the chief offices, and 
with all the pageantry and pomp of a 
worldly empire. This was the ambition 
of the disciples which Jesus tried to root 
out of their minds and never succeeded 
in so doing, for just before his ascension 
they asked him, "Lord, dost thou at 
this time restore the kingdom to Israel ?" 
They also plotted to get the chief offices 
and quarreled over them. Now this is 
just the kingdom premillenarians look 
for— a material kingdom set up with its 
splendid capital at Jerusalem, established 
with a rod of iron, and with offices which 
they do not hesitate to intimate will be 
assigned to them for faithfulness in 
watching for its coming. It would be 
easy to quote from their writings in- 
stances of this hope, and some of them 
exhibit that gratitude which consists in 
a lively expectation of favors to come. 
But Jesus said, "My kingdom is not of 
this world," and all these old Jewish 
materialistic notions and expectations 
of the kingdom are foreign to his teach- 
ing and to his spirit. 

3. Premillenarianism is Judaistic in 
that it holds that the Jewish sacrifices 



and the whole Mosaic system will be 
restored at Jerusalem in the millennial 
kingdom. This strange and abhorrent 
doctrine may strike some readers and 
even some imperfectly informed pre- 
millenarians as incredible and impossible, 
but there can be no doubt about the 
fact of its being held. It is required by 
the logic of the system, for the principle 
of strict literal interpretation requires 
it and permits no escaping it. This 
logic is unflinchingly carried out by the 
leaders and writers of this school, and 
of all the many premillenarian books I 
have examined only one repudiates this 
doctrine. Such leaders as Dr. G. Camp- 
bell Morgan and the author of Jesus Is 
Coming boldly proclaim it. The whole 
world every week is to go up to Jerusalem 
to attend the feasts and offer the sacri- 
fices of the Old Testament dispensation. 
This is to repudiate the whole teaching 
of the New Testament, turn the clock 
of religious history back two thousand 
years, and return to the shadows that 
vanished when Christ came, and even 
to go back to the blood of bulls and 
goats. This is an abhorrent doctrine, 
and we turn from it with loathing. 

It is an essential part of this Judaism 
of premillenarianism that Jerusalem will 
again become the center and glory of the 
world's worship, and the fact that this 
city has recently again fallen into Chris- 
tian hands has raised premillenarian 
prediction and excitement to a high 
pitch of intensity and emotionalism. 
But Christianity has taken its flight from 
Jerusalem and will never officially go 
back to it. The eagle, once it gets out, 
can never be crowded back into its egg. 
Jerusalem is now only a splendid mem- 
ory. It is the husk out of which came 
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the precious corn of wheat that is now 
being sown over the world; but the 
husk never again will bear grain, and its 
work is done. 

VI. Premillenarianism Is Pessi- 
mistic 

Its logic is pessimistic, for it maintains 
that the world is not to be Christianized 
by the gospel but will grow worse and 
worse, until it is overwhelmed in judg- 
ment; and this logic is carried out in the 
literature of the doctrine, for having 
read many of the books and addresses 
of the leaders of this school I must say 
that they are the most dismal books I 
have ever read, full of the blackest pessi- 
mism. Their dark pictures of the world 
are descriptive and not comparative, 
seeing only the evils of today and not the 
worse, and often the vastly worse, evils 
of yesterday. Most painful of all is the 
way they depreciate and defile the Chris- 
tian church in magnifying its failings 
and charging it with all manner of sins 
and scandals. All this is contradicted 
by the teaching of Scripture and the 
facts of history and progress. Premil- 
lenarian writers make much of the evils 
that Paul says will come in the last days, 
overlooking the fact that he immediately 
warns Timothy, to whom he is writing, 
against these very evils, showing that he 
regards these "last days" as always 
present. The Bible is not a pessimistic 
but an optimistic book. It is full of 
promise and hope. The Bible is burst- 
ing with light. To deny that the world 
has made great progress along every line, 
material, intellectual, moral, social, and 
spiritual, is to be blind to the plainest 
facts of history and the world. The 
gospel is making disciples of the nations; 



it is the power of God unto salvation; 
through the ages one increasing purpose 
runs; and through the shadow, night, 
and storms of the globe sweeps the earth 
into a better day. 

VII. Premillenarianism Is Harmful 
in Its Results 

It created trouble in the very first 
church in which the matter of the second 
coming of Christ was introduced by Paul 
in his First Epistle to the Thessalonians, 
dividing and distracting the church, 
and Paul hastened to write a second 
epistle to correct the misunderstanding 
and assure his readers that the day of the 
Lord was not just at hand, as they had 
supposed, but that this event would not 
be until the man of sin be revealed, an 
event that possibly had not yet taken 
place. Paul warned them against those 
that would shake their minds and trouble 
them by telling them that " the day of the 
Lord is just at hand." This tribe of 
troublers has had a long succession and 
has not yet ceased. Through all these 
Christian centuries they have been fixing 
dates and appointing times for the second 
coming of Christ, and thereby knowing 
more than Christ himself knew. Hun- 
dreds of times have they excited and dis- 
tracted simple-minded folk with their 
calculations and predictions. Only a 
little more than a year ago about a dozen 
more or less eminent English divines, 
headed by Dr. G. Campbell Morgan and 
Dr. F. B. Meyer, issued a proclamation 
announcing that the coming of Christ 
might now be expected at "any mom- 
ent." Any great calamity, such as pes- 
tilence or earthquake or war, causes these 
calculators to take down their Daniel 
and Revelation and sacred numbers 
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and strange and mysterious mathe- 
matics and figure out and announce the 
time of Christ's return. It is amazing 
how this fatuous obsession persists 
through the centuries, and these vision- 
aries and fanatics never learn the lesson 
of their presumptuous folly. 

There are other harmful results con- 
nected with this doctrine. It appeals 
to emotional people, stirs them into 
unhealthy excitement, and breeds a 
peculiar type of piety, which Dr. Philip 
Schaff in his Church History pro- 
nounces a "gloomy and fanatical hyper- 
Christianity." As it holds that the gospel 
will not convert the world, it leads to a 
peculiar kind of zeal in foreign missions 
which is not interested in laying slow 
and solid foundations in schools and 
colleges, but in hurrying through heathen 
lands and preaching the gospel as a wit- 
ness. According to written testimony 
of experienced pastors in my hands, pre- 
millenarians have little interest in the 
social application of the gospel, and 
where it prevails, as in some of our cities, 
pastors declare it to be a blight. 

VIII. Finally, Premillenarianism 
Has the Historic Councils and 
Greeds oi the Church and the 
Weight oi Modern Scholarship 
against It. 

i. Premillenarianism was the first 
heresy condemned by a church council. 
Montanism, which was largely pre- 
millenarianism, was condemned by a 
synodical council in Asia Minor about 
178 a.d., and as this sentence was never 
lifted this doctrine officially remains as a 
heresy to this day. No historic creed of 
the church admits it, and some expressly 
condemn it. The first church creed, the 
Apostles' Creed, rules it out, as does the 



Westminster Confession of Faith, and 
the Augsburg Confession expressly con- 
demns it. 

2. Formerly some first-class scholars, 
such as Meyer and Godet, Alford and 
Trench, held this doctrine, but not one 
scholar of such rank holds it today. 
Something has happened to put this 
doctrine out of the court of scholarship. 
The scientific study of the Scriptures, the 
recent study of Jewish apocalyptic 
eschatology, of which premillenarianism 
is a relic, and our modern science, which 
has shown that this world is vastly older 
than six thousand years and is destined 
to last indefinitely longer than one thou- 
sand years more — these, I take it, are 
the facts that have relegated this sur- 
vival of bygone ways of thinking to the 
scrap heap of discarded theories among 
scholars. 

In order to find out the present state 
of scholarship on this matter I recently 
wrote to and received official replies 
from twenty-eight theological seminaries, 
the leading institutions in eight promi- 
nent denominations. In the faculties of 
these twenty-eight institutions there are 
at the present time two hundred and 
thirty-six professors in the various chairs 
of theological learning, and of these two 
hundred and thirty-six only seven are 
premillenarians. This fact may be 
allowed to speak for itself. The voice 
of scholarship, as expressed in such 
authoritative works as the International 
Theological Library, the International 
Critical Commentary, the Expositor's 
Greek Testament, Hastings' Dictionary 
of the Bible and Dictionary of Religion 
and Ethics, and the Encyclopaedia Britan- 
nica, eleventh edition, is unanimous 
against this theory. It is hard to kick 
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against the pricks of such scholarship, 
and in the long run it has its way. Ex- 
president A. D. White's learned and 
exhaustive work, the author himself 
being a Christian communicant, on the 
Warfare of Science with Theology is a 
mournful monument of the misguided 
zeal of the church and of theologians in 
opposing the onward march of truth. 
In every great scientific contest they 
have been beaten every time. Piety 
has no royal road to learning, and emo- 
tional fervency of faith will never take 
the place of fact. Premillenarianism is 
going, if it has not already gone, the 
way of other obsolete theories that 
cannot stand our modern light. It is a 



relic of Jewish eschatology that is out 
of touch with its modern environment 
and cannot survive. It is a fish out of 
water and it is gasping for breath. 

In conclusion, let me say that both 
premillenarians and postmillenarians 
agree as to the fact of the final coming 
of our Lord. The point of difference 
is as to the time and manner of this 
coming and especially as to the nature 
of the Kingdom of God and the means 
by which it is to be established. While 
differing on these points, and they are 
not unimportant, we yet agree in our 
Christian faith as to "the blessed hope 
and appearing of the glory of the great 
God and our Saviour Jesus Christ." 
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E. ALBERT COOK, PH.D. 
Professor of Systematic Theology in Howard University, Washington, D.C. 



Sometimes a term given in ridicule has become the motto of a great movement. 
Think only of the words "Methodist" and "Puritan." Has "blind faith" become a 
term which carries with it a suggestion of vital religious experience ? Dr. Cook shows 
the contrary. Faith is not knowledge, but it springs from knowledge and it leads to 
knowledge in the proportion that it is reasonable. 



We live by faith. Our instincts and 
involuntary impulses are inherited faith, 
and whenever we act from voluntary 
choice we act on some faith, on some 
theory or belief that our actions will lead 
to the results we desire, some theory or 
belief that cannot be positively known 
to be true until the result is already 
accomplished, the end reached. We 
live by faith. We could no more live 
without faith than live without air to 
breathe or food to eat. Everyone lives 



by faith — the scientist and the igno- 
ramus, the Christian and the atheist, the 
Buddhist, the Mohammedan, and the 
fetish-worshiper. By faith Moses chose 
rather to share ill-treatment with the 
people of God than to enjoy the pleasures 
of sin for a season. By faith Pharaoh 
tried to keep the children of Israel in 
slavery, thinking to gain more for him- 
self thereby than by letting them go out 
of Egypt. By faith Jesus endured the 
cross, for the joy that was set before 



